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REMARKS 

Restriction Requirement 

In response to the restriction requirement, Applicant elects the claims of 
Group II (previously comprising claims 13-36) without traverse. 

The claims of the non-elected group (claims 1-12) are cancelled without 
prejudice. Applicant reserves the right to pursue the subject matter of the cancelled 
claims in one or more continuing or divisional applications 

Applicant has amended claims 13-15 while retaining all original limitations. 
Claims 16-36 are cancelled without prejudice. Claims 37-41 are added and are 
consistent with the elected invention. 

All amended claims and all new claims read upon the elected subject matter 
of Group II. 

Drawings 

The Examiner has objected to the drawings noting that the specification does 
not describe reference numeral 88 as shown in FIGURES 9 and 10. 

Applicant has amended original paragraph [0085] to include a sentence 
describing reference numeral 88. The new sentenced is supported by the original 
application. No new matter has been entered. 

Applicant requests withdraw of the objection to the drawings. 

Specification 

The Examiner has objected to the specification noting that the current status 
of the parent application of the present application should be provided. Applicant 
has amended paragraph [0001] in the manner suggested by the Examiner. 
Applicant requests withdrawal of the objection to the specification. 
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Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 13-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 3,571,815 (hereinafter referred to as "Somyk") in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 5,527,307 (hereinafter referred to as "Srisathapaf ). 

Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Somyk in view of Srisathapat, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,762,517 
(hereinafter referred to as "Mdntyre"). 

Claims 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Somyk in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,955,893 (hereinafter referred to as 
"Yannas"). 

Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Somyk in view of Yannas, and further in view of Srisathapat. 

Claims 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Somyk in view of Yannas, and further in view of Mclntyre. 

Claims 16-36 are cancelled without prejudice. Accordingly, the rejections of 
the cancelled claims are not addressed herein. 

Applicant has amended claims 13, 14, and 15 and added new claim 37 which 
depends from independent claim 13. The amendments and new claim 37 are 
supported by the original application. No new matter has been entered. 

Claim 13 is directed to implantable drug pump system that comprises: 

an elastomer member for implantation within a living body, the 
elastomer member comprising: 

a first portion to receive and hold the implantable infusion 
device; 

a second portion to receive and hold [[a]] the bolus port 
member, the second portion adapted to receive or couple to a proximal 
end of the catheter, the second portion further adapted to provide a 
continuous fluid flow path between an outlet of the implantable infusion 
device, the interior space of the bolus port member, and the proximal 
end of the catheter. 
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Somyk merely discloses merely discloses a suture ring for a heart valve. 
There is no implantable infusion device in Smoyk. Accordingly, there is no 
"continuous fluid path" through the "second portion" of an "elastomer member" in 
Smoyk as specifically recited by claim 13. That is, there is no continuous fluid path 
from an implantable infusion device through the second portion of the elastomer 
member. 

Srisathapat merely discloses an implantable infusion pump having a 
conventional device housing. There is no "continuous fluid path" through the 
"second portion" of an "elastomer member" in Srisathapat as specifically recited by 
claim 13. 

Mclntyre merely discloses a connection port for a catheter using "ah arbor 
press." See Abstract and FIGS. 4 and 5 of Mclntyre, There is no second portion of 
an elastomer of Mylntyre that holds a bolus port member. Hence, there is no second 
portion of an elastomer that provides a continuous fluid path through the bolus port 
member as specifically recited by claim 13. 

Yannas merely discloses a method for producing a biodegradable polymer 
adapted for nerve regeneration. See Abstract of Yannas. Yannas is not related to 
implantable infusion devices in any manner. Yannas does not teach or suggest any 
structure for implantable infusion devices. Specifically, there is no "continuous fluid 
path" through the "second portion" of an "elastomer member" in Yannas as 
specifically recited by claim 13. 

Accordingly, the applied references (individually and in combination) do not 

teach or- wggast-each aiid -eV:? 

the applied references. Claims 14 and 15 and new claim 37 depend from claim 13 
and, hence, are patentable over the applied references. 

New Claims 38-41 

Applicant has added new claims 38-41. These new claims are supported by 
the original application. No new matter has been entered. 
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Claim 38 is directed to an implantable pump system that comprises: 

an elastomer member for implantation within a living body, the 
elastomer member comprising: 

a first annular ring adapted to receive and hold the implantable 
infusion device; 

a second annular ring adapted to receive and hold the bolus port 
member, the second portion adapted to receive or couple to a proximal end of 
the catheter, the second portion further adapted to provide a continuous fluid 
flow path between an outlet of the implantable infusion device, the interior 
space of the bolus port member, and the proximal end of the catheter. 

For the reasons discussed in regard to claim 13, the applied references 
(individually and in combination) do not teach or suggest these limitations of claim 
38, Claim 38 is patentable over the applied references. Claims 39-41 depend from 
claim 38 and, hence, are also patentable over the applied references. 

Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully submits that the application is in condition for allowance 
and requests the Examiner to pass the application to issue. 

Applicant believes no fee is due with this response. However, if a fee is due, 
please charge Deposit Account No. 50-3906 from which the undersigned is 
authorized to draw. Applicant does not believe that an extension of time is 

-necessary^ However;_if-^y extension of t i mie_i_s__ne_c_e_ ssary , A p plicant hereby 

petitions for such extension of time and authorizes the Office to charge Deposit 
Account No. 50-3906 from which the undersigned is authorized to draw for the 
appropriate extension of time fee. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/Christopher S.L. Crawford/ 

Date: Jan. 7, 2008 Christopher S.L. Crawford 

Registration No. 51,586 

Advanced Neuromodulation Systems, Inc. 
6901 Preston Road 
Piano, Texas 75024 
(972) 309-8006 

chris.s.crawford@ans-medicaLcom 
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